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Lonnie Rudkins?’ -account of how &e,. Aynes worth and Bill 
Alexander invented, the number 3-l?2. for.LHO appeared in the 
Baltimore *Jews-Amsrican 3/11/75 = If your Ideal didn't vCARPY 
it and yon want a copy, I've got it. Essentially it is the’ 
story he told me and 1 creporte d. earlier. However, I have 
reason to believe aprts of it are not true . .Privately Lonnie 
has no reluctance in discussing: some untrue parts, like there 
was a, real number only parts of Which he members. .(He is 
consistent m this because at the . time Jaworaki became 'special 
Watergate Prosecutor. I had two reporters, phone him and to at 
Tt+Z gave i some -pdrtsf of the correct number when he 
™ 7 SUipriSe - ) As the Story appeared itin no sense 

says Oswald- was not some kind of informant or-that Lonnie had 

*•«*>**• h = It *1=° hides -Alan tLXFZl/ 

The reaspn he -gives for disclosing this partial account. now 
is his and big- wife's reaction to the Gregory ABC -show and 
in particular (unnamed) Schoenmann's use of those documents 
someone^ gave. him. Misuse,- really, -even mis-citation. 

postulate that-Lonnie.' s telling the story- now for the 
a in. public. is -indicative of a continuing- federal 

any part of- that o the re/ise effective and 
[ J bonest shoaL.s erves. -such. .ends*. To ths uninforred Schoen- 
. ..^Hn's-.inaiicuracies were- also; affective. 

not on considering- that Lonnie did 

■ not. rell.. this story, when. It related ..to me. and my work althon^ 

he Y as ^°f .its . appearance, and I had shown him those 8 ' 
self? that relate to Mm so he could be preoared to defend him- 

? °?!. Wer ® bo continue 'with t&is theorizing, among the pos- 
any controvery over WW 17 would have helped 
it out, which no fed wanted to do. Another is that Lonnie and/ 

anticipated that I'd have defended any 
?Rv bhe’ books and with some if not complete sucess. 

-(By this- l mean. another's estimate .of- the possibilities. Mv 
defense.. of. the- story as. I present, it. would have been more than 
adequate and in. turn could have led to opening the whole thing. 

a L SUr ?T e i d if bhere. were no- federal realization; of this 
and I'm certain Lonnie knows I could and would have.) 

If Lonnie were responding to the wishes of others, he would 
no t h ^ve written this story when WWT7 appeared and would have 
in r-eD-attaltaSchoenmann,- which became a kind of 'rebuttal to 
that entire shot. Actually to the informed it was notmreally 
a rebuttal of all Schoenmann said and that can't be unknown" to 
onnie. He merely addressed what he wanted to and ignored the 
rest, a not ..uncommon practise but- not completely fair. 

t3a m ° re th ^ n ^ I,d expected .I still have the short- 
age oi 3M paper, so T'ji a^reciate the return of . this after 


you read 


it. Best HW 



